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Toihe Prople of Missouri,
I CERED IN THE CAFITOL

Jervenaon Crry, May 26, 1540,

Crnzess! 1 have received certain reso-
lutious from the Genern! Assembly of Mis-
woary, denying the right ol Congress to
legslate wpon the subject of sluvery in
territonies—anserting the right of the eiti-
zens of every State to remove to the teri-
tories acquited by the blood and treasure of
the whole Union, with their property—ile-
claring b to be oomsalt to the States o
exclude any of their citizens from so remaov-
g s etthog with their property—alleg«
g such imsult to be the cause of alignation
wmong the Stotes, and ultimately of disu-
nion ; and instracting dhe senotors el the
State, amd requesting ite representatives
te vate in confarmity o the resalves so

These qustructions, of which 1 now only
give the substance, were adopted by the
General Assembly after the adjournment of
Congress, and after the time theot it must
kave been believed that the subject 1o which
they refer hiad been disposed of in Congress,
and while other resolutions mcompatible
with them had been given by the previous
General Aszembly, and lud been complied
with by me, and were still on hand, 'f:he_\'
are a mere copy of the Calhoun resolutions
offered i the Senute in February, 1847,
dencunced by me ab the time as a fire-brand,
mtended for electioneering and disunion pur-

oses, and abandoned by him after their
introduction, without ever calling a vote
ul:on them, for u reason which will be here-
after shown | produce them in order to
justify the character I give of them, and to
show them to be the ariginal of those which
I have received from the General Assembly
of Missouri !

THE CALHGUN RESOLUTIONS

* Resolved, That the territories of the
United States bielong to the several States
composing this Union, and are held by them
as their joint and common property.

“ Resolved, That Congress, as the joint
agent and representatives of the States of
this Union, has no right to make any law,
of do any sct whatever that shall, directly
or by its effects, make any discrimination
between the States ol this Union, by which
any of them shall be deprived of its full and
equal right in any territory of the United
States acquired or to be acquired

hod Resﬂ:}t‘e‘d, That the ensctment of any
law which should directly or by its effects,
deprive the citizens af any of the States of
thie Union from emigrating with their pro-
perty into any of the territories of the United
States, will make such discrimination, and
would, therefore, be a violation of the eon-
stitution and the rights of the States from
which such oitizens amigrated, wnd in dero-
gation of that perfect equality which belongs
to them as members of the Unjon, and
would tend directly to subvert the Union
itself. I
* Resolved, That as 3 funlamental prin-
ciple inour political aeed, a people in form-
sng a rogstitution, have the uneonditional
right to form and adopt the government
which + they may think best ealeulated to
secure liberty, prosperity and happiness s
and that, in conformity thereto, no other
condition i imposed by the Federal consti-
fution on u State, in onder to her admission
into this Union, except that its constitution
e republican, and thut the imposition of any
other by Congress would not only be in vio-
lation of the constitution, but in direct con-
flict with the prnciple on which our political
system prats. ™

These cesolutions were Lrought into the
Sepate, February 19, 1847, and are the
prototype of those sent me by the General |
Assembly of Massouri. e no difference
un them Tt oo the G contemplated fur
dissalution of the Union—Mre, Calboun’s
tending * directly™ wd those of Missouri
"ultinately™ o that point,  Inoother re-
spects they aoe adentical, and this difference
wonot matenal, o the Missonrt resalutions
pledie the State 6 eomepeente™ with othier
sluvebolding Stute efire o lollow
their lemd, which moy bie Jivectly, a8 the
Accomae resolutions voueled 1o be the voice
of the Sooth, call for o State Canvention,
an coothag w bill ean be pussed for the pur-
pote, to ofginige e mode of action,  Teon-
sider the Culbioun resolutions as the parent
of those udopted by our Legulature, and
entitled to the first attention ; und i that
poimnt of view, shall speak o them first: and
1'*’|‘_{il: with an nrpument aprannmt b derived
from the conduct of  that gentleman
well

In the year 1820, Mro Callioun was o
member ol Mi Manroe's caliinet, and as
sgch was wequired, by the President, in
common With the rest of the vabimet, 1o pive
fus opinion e wribiog, e bg filed e the
Department ol State, un the question of the
power of Qungress 1o prohibit slavery in
territaries, abd on the constitutionality of the
Sth section of the uct lor the almission ol
Missouri into the Union, anl whiclh section
applied the snti-slavery cliuse of the Urds-
nance of 1787, to more thaw half of the
whole: Terrtory of Lowisina:  The ques-
tions were momentous.  The whole Unjan
was then conyulsed on the subject of slavery,
Erowing aut of the Missouri controversy
Congress had just passed an act for the ad-
miwsion of Missouri without restriction, but
with a prohibition of slavery ii all the terri-
tory north and west ol her TH® act was
st coming to Mr. Monroe for his approval
o disspproval.  If approved by him, il be-
came a law at cnce , il disapproved, the aet
was defeated forever! for it was known
thet the constitutionsl majorities of twa-
thirds of Congress could not be obtained for
the act i disapproved by the President.
The whole responsibility of passing or de-
fenting the act, then rested on Mr. Monroe.
He felt tie magnitude of that responsibility,
and saw that it was an occasion to require
the vest advice of hiw cabinet He de-
termined to have thewr ddvice snd in the
most matured and responsible form.  The
uct had passed on the 3d of March.  He

liim-

ave u copy to each membetesand requi
ﬁ;e:n to Ei answered in writing. |
fith, ull the answers were giv
the affirmative an both qu
act was immedia p
and became the law of
bears date on ‘that day—
Mr. Calhoun gave his written opinion with
the rest, in favor of the constitutionality of
the act, and no whisper was ever heard from
him to the contrary, or in denial of the right
of Congress to probibit or ubolish slavery
in ternitories until the introduetion of his
fire-brand resolutions, twenty-seven years
after his cabinet opionion had been given.
These resolutions were brought in near
the close of the short session of 1846-'7,
anid were intended for general debate at
the session of 1847-'8B—the long session
which preceded the Presidential election—
ad o make a chance for himsell at that
election by gettingup a test which no north-
ern man could stand. But that general de-
Late never came on.  Before the time had
ripened for it, the cabinet opinions of 1520
had been found out, and were produced in
the Senate to the confusion of M. Calhoun,
and utter prostration of his resolutions. They
were first produced by Mr. Westcott, of
Florida, and afterward by Mr, Dix, of N.
York. The proofs were in writing, and o
the point, and from two different witnesses—
and the two, above all men in the world, the
most competent and eredible to testily in the
case—Mr. Monroe and Mr. Adams—both
déead, but both speaking trom the tomb, and
in the highest form known to the law of evi-
dence—that of recorded evidence, wrilten
down at the time as the true history of a
fact, and without the slightest expectation
that it wus ever to be used against any hu-
man being,  Mr. Monroe’s testimony wus
in his own ham! wriling, oblained frem-his
son-in=law, and consisted of two pieces—one
being the interrogatories propounded to his
vabinet, and the other the autograph copy,
or dralt of a letter to a friend, the interioga-
aries were endorsed  thus: * Interrogatories.
Missowri, March 4, 1820.7 % To the heads
of Departments and Atlorney General,”
The interrogatories themselves were in these
worids :

** Has o Congress a right under the pow-
ers vested in it by the Constitutionto make a
regulation prohibiting slavery ina territory?”
© 15 the 8th section of the act which pass-
ed buth houses on the 3rd instant for the
admission of Missouri into the Union, con-
sistent with the constitution 7 "

With these guestions was an original
draft of u letter in Mr. Monroa’s hand writ-

of the Missouri bill is
the constitution. To this |
hesitation, answer by a simple

and s after some ectiaz,l

b, 1820. | concluded to amswer both, * % * i

“March 6— * * " * Jtook to
the president's my nnswers to his two con-
stitutional questions and he desired me to
have them deposited in the department to-
gether with those of the other members of
the administration. They differed only as
they nssigned their reason for thinking the
uigﬂll: section of the Missouri- bill consist-
ent with the constitution because they con-
sidered it as only applying to the territorinl
term, and 1 barely gave my opinion, with-
out assigning for it any explanatory renson.
The President signed the Missouri hill this
mornihg.”
This testimony leaves no room for doubt
or quibble. It is clear and positive ot all
wints. It wos averwhelmingly conclusive.
Mr. Calhoun should have surrendered.  His
evil genius, and the fix he was inas the leader
of & party founded on new ideas, the reverss
of his old ones, and the disease of consist-
ency, made him hesitate and deny, not di-
rectly, but srgumentatively, und in the way
of non=recollection.  He could not rememn-
ber—and he could not believe that he could
have given a written opiniun in such an im-
srtant imatter without remembering it !—
Il.}nhappy man ! he did not perceive that this
species of argumentutive denial was far
stronger the other way ! that it would have
been far more difficalt to have forgolten his
apinion, if he had stood alone in the cabinet,
dissenting from all the rest, and disobeying
the President’s command to answer ! This
would have been the thing difficult to have
been forgot, and still more difficult to have
been concealed ! Sensible of the damage he
had done himsell by this/ non-recollection,
Mr. Calloun undertook to vehubilitate him-
sell by assuming tb know all about the com-
promise, and by giving, a statement ol it
which was intended o vonvinee the Senate
that bis memory was good, and entitled to
credit in opposition to all the testimony
agninst him.  He began with characteristic
assumption of knowing everything, and end-
ing by showing that he knew nothing, He
suid 5
1 know well ull about the compromise ;
the cause which led to it, and the reason
why, that the northern men who voted againat
it were universally sacrificed for so doing,
It is quite a mistake, as some suppose; that
they were sacrificad for voting for the com-

ing, not dated, signed, or l to any
one, but supposad to be written to Gleneral
Jackson, which letter shows that these two
questions were put to Mr. Monroe’s cabinet,
were answered by them in writing, and that
they were unanimous in answering the ques-
tions in the affirmative. This ia the letter:

“Dear Sir:  The guestion which late-
ly agitated Congress and the public has been
settled, as you have seen, by the passage
of an act for the admission of Missouri a8 a
State, unrestrained, and Arkansas likewise
when it reaches maturity, and the establish-
ment of the 36d. 30m. North latitude 'as a
line, North of which slavery is prohibited,
and permitted to the South. | took the opin-
ion an writing of the administration as to the
constitutionality of restraining territories,
[and the vote of every member was' unani-
mous and®] which was explicit in favor
of ity and us it was that the Sth ser-
tion of the act was applicable to terri-
tories only, and not o States when they
should be admitted into the Union,  On this
latter point | had at first some doubt ; but
the apinion of others, whose opinions were
entitled to weight with me, supported by the
setise o which it was viewed by all who vot-
ed op the subject in Congress, us will ap-
Pexl-,r by the journals, satisfied me respecting
it.

Thee words in brackets were crossed out
by running the pen through them, and the
word explicit substituted—a substitution eyi-
dently made to avoid violating the cabinet
tule; niot to tell the opinions of members,
which the word unanimous would do. But
the word explicit 19 sufficient,  “Taken in
coniexion with the rest of the puper—with
the result—and with the (almost) thirty
years silence of Mr. Calhoun, and that word
15 equivalent to the word unanimous, For
it s oot Lo be presumed that Mr, Callionn
was omitted in the address of the questi
ar that he faited to onswer, and 1o un-
swer as the President required; in writ-
ing—ur, that Failing to answer, it would not
have bean noted—or, answering negatively,
it would pot have heen equally noted —r,
above all, that differing from Crawford and
other Southern men on this delicate point,
lie would not have let the: seeret aut. at the
time, or produced since as an evidence of his
guardianship over Southern interests, and as
a ool ol his precious  Consistency.  The
presumption against himy and the " whsence
ol all these concomitants of dissont, are
proof positive that he concurred with the
rest ol the cabinet at the time, and never
thaught of denying it until caught fast and
bard in the fixed foct of a killing contradic-
Liom,

But the other piece of writing ia still more
close and stern than the letterof Mr. Mon-
voe. M b the disry of Mr, Adams, written
duwn at the time, and clear and pointed to
evory patticular—the questions, the answers,
the unanimity, the writing of the answers,
and their depomit inthe Department of State.
The extract from this diary, furnished and
certibied by the son, Mr. Charles Francis
Adawin, i these words :

Fatraets from the Dinry of J. @, Adams

“March 3, 1520—Whern | camne this day
to my oftice, 1 found there a pote requesting
mie to call ot one o'cloek, at the President’s
house. It was then one, and | lintel

p The very reverse is the cpse, The
cause | will proceed to state: During the
session of the compromise, Mr Lowndes and
myself resided together. He was a member
of the House of Representatives, and | was
Secretary of War.  We both felt the mig-
nitude of the subject.  Missouri, at the pre-
ceding session, had presented herself for ad-
mission as a member of the Union. She had
formed u constitution and government, in
accordance with an act of Congress. Her
admission was refused on the ground that
her constitution admitted of slavery; and
she was remanded back to have the objec-
tionable provision expunged. She refused
to comply with the requisition, and at the

Congress for admission, with her constitution
a4 it ariginally stood.  This gave rise to one
of the most ogitating discussiony that ever
occurred i Congress.  The subject was
one of repeated conversation between My
Lowndes and mysell.  The question was,
what was ta be done and what would Le the
consequence if she was not admitted.  After
{ull reflection we both agreed that® Missauri
was a State—mude w0 by u regular process
of law, and never coulid be r»lnumles back
Lo the territorial condition,  Such being the
cage, we also agreed that the only question
was, whether she should be a State in or out
of the Union? and it was for Congress to
decide which positien she should oecupy.
My friend made one of his able and lucid
speeches on the oceasion 5 but whether it has
been preserved or not, | am not able to soy,
It carried couvietion to the minds of all, and
in fact settled the question. The guestion
was narrowed down o a single point. Al
suw that if Missouri was not admitted she
would remain an independent State, on the
west bank of the Missssippiy sud would be-
come the nucleus of a new confederation of
States, extending over the whols of Louis-
i, Nooe were willing to contribute o
such aresult; and the only question that re-
mained with the forthern members who bad
opposed her admission was, to devise seme
means of escaping from the awkwanl dilem-
ma i which they found themselves. o
back oub or compromise, were the enly alter-
natives left; and the lotter was engerly
seazed to avold the disgrace of the lonner ;
so eagerly, that all who epposed it it the
north were considered traitars to that seclion
of the Union, and saeriliced for their votes.”
Every part ol this statement is erroneous,
amd to xuch a degree as to destroy all reli-
ance ipon Mr. Cilhoun’s memory. He says
thut during the eompromise session he and
Mr. Lowndes resided together, and that, ot
the preceding session Missouri had presented
her constitution, made under the act of Con-
press, and applied for admission inte the
Union.  Now this is error,  The constitu-
tion of Missouri followed, and did not pre-
cede the compromise net,  That act was
passed March Gth, 15820, the constitution
fromed under it wan signed July 181h of the
same yeur ; and wis prewrultdylu Cuongress
in the month of November following—Con-
grresy in that year having met on the second
Monduy in November.  Here then is an er-
rorel o year in point of time, and a teanspo-
sition of events in point of fact, The con-
stitution of Missouri wus mode after the
iney and in p e of it; and

went aver He expected that the two bills,
for the whmission of Maite, and to enable
Missouni to make o constitution, would have
Leen brought to him for b signature ; and
he had summoned ull the members of the
wdiministrution 1o szl their upimions m writ-
iy o be deposited in - the Department of
-“{iilll\. upon twa  guentions : 1. Whether
Congress hnd 4 constitutional right to prohib-
it slavery i a territory ? lnfﬂ. WPlrethu
the eightl section of the Missouri bill {which
interdicts slavery forewer in the territorv
Northof 36 124 latitude)vias applicable only
to the territonal Stute, or ywould extend to it
after it should become o State # Ax 1o the
first question, it was ununig 1woualy agreed that
Cungress have the power 1o grohibit sluvery
in the tertitories,”

“March 5—=The presd ent sent e yes-
torday the two questions in writing upon
which he desired to have snswers iy writ-
g, to be deposited “in the Department
of State.  He wrote me that it would be in

immediately convoked his cabinet—stated
e question—reduced them to wiiling—

tune, i he should have the ‘answers to-mor-

not to know that much wasto know nothing
at all abiout it Mr. Culhoun says the wl-
miksion wan relused, wnd the constitulion re-
munded back, because it admitted slavery
in Missouri.  This is grest error.  The act
ol Congress under which the  Missouni con-
stitution was made admitted slavery in Mis-

was not; refused on that ground.  The ad-
mission wus not refused for that cause, nor
for any thing like it, nor for any thing
in relation to slavery, but the direct opponite
—for 4 clause in relation lo free people of
color, and by which it was contended the
citizens  of other States might be pre-
vented from removing to the State of
Missouri.  The clause was this: * Topre-
vent free negroes ana mulath ing

wag atoted at. the meeting an Friday,
e as modified to an inquiry wheth-
the sigl v

;;:g‘, .

next session again knocked at the door of

sauriy and her constitution eonld not be, and | and the latter was eﬂg"j"
.

ry. Mr,
rem

tulhou sayu the ) wWas

-bnckz:ije Stute to haye the
y elause o:pq'ngo& It was En-qs
the purpase of having any thi
ut the cantrary—to have - sonme
thing added—to obtain the legislative nasent

nd Mr. Lo
m ‘II-_H.ﬂlo qnelg#:

might be citizens. This was the clause otrnr’-llu Mz. Calhoun |ivq with lfis fam- | that vote upe
Jected to, and not the one sanctioning slave-

ily ot that "ime, (session ol 720~
W in o

Lowndes did much to
resolution under which

ted. He wanin declining’
and although he spoke once in faver of the
dmni nfter the constitulion was

of the State to the joint resolution of the
two houses of Con declaring that _the,
clavse in question should never be so con-

strued ax to exclude from settlement, and
the rights of citizenship, the citizens of oth-
er States emigrating to Missouri.  Mr. Cal-
houn says the State refused to comply with
the requisition of Congress.  Thin 18 more
arror,  The State complied immediately ;
the legislative assent to the required constrie-
tiop of the objectionable cluuse being given
on the 26th day of June, in the saome year.
He says the State knocked again with her
constitution at the door of Congress at the
next session, anid that this gave rise to the
most agitating discussion that ever took plice
in Congress.  This is the very error of the
moon.  "The State never applied to  Con-
gress again, but was admitted in the recess;

sented, and spoke with the manly sense and
atriotic feeling which helonged to him, yet
8000 munuf to attend, and wenl abrowd
for his health, and died. Tt was Mr. Cluy
who consulted me about the joint resolution,
and with whom 1 ngreed that it would ans
swer the purpose, and gave my opinion that
the State would agrec o it immrdiulplﬁr,
which uhe did, By that juint resolution the
uestion of admission was not to come belore
anngmm again, and did not, and was pur-
posaly framed to avoid o second appearance
of the state ab the bur of Congress ; so that
all this story of Mr. Calboun’s about the
manner in which the compromise was seized,
to avoid disgrace, after the rejection of the
constitution, is mere figment of the liain,
coined for the purpose of getting ont ol the
binet rnulu-i‘f ol March 6thy 1820, Far

wid before the next ting of Congress,
andl by proclamation from President Monroe,
The proclamation was issued the 10th ol
August, 1820, in pursuance to the joint res-
alution of Congress of the second of Mareh
of that year, expressly framed to save the
Stute from applying 10 Congress aguin, by
relerring it to the President to proclaim her
admission as suon o she assented to the re-
quired canstruetion of the obnoxious article.
The fact is, that Congress did not refuse Lo
wlmit the State at all—on the contrary, pass-
ed a joint resolution at her first session of the
presentation  of the econstitution, for ler
admission “on a  certain condition™—on
compliznee with  which condition her ad-
imission was to be complete, without fur-
ther proceeding  on the part of Congress
and was to be so proclaimed by the Presi-
dent,  All this appearsin the legislative his-
tory ol'the country, and was authentically re-
cited in the proclamution issued on the aeca-
sion,  This i the proclamation !

* Whereas the Congress of the nited
States, by a joint resalution of the 2d day of
Murch last, entitled © Resobition viding
for the adwission of the Stute qffﬁf.munri
inty the Union on @ certain condition,” il
determine and deolurs — ¢ That Missouri
shoulil be admitted into this Union on an
equal footing with the original Stutes, in al
respects whatever, upon the fundamentsl
condition thut the fourth clause of the 26th
section of the 3d article of the constitution
submitted on the part of said State to Con-
gress, shall never' be construed to authorize
the passage of any law, and that no law shall
be pussed in conformity theréto, by which
any citizen of either of the States of this
Union shall be excluded from the enjoyment
of uny ol the privileges and immunities to
which each citizen is entitled under the con-
stitition of the United States: Provided, that
the legislature of the said State, by a solemn
public act, shall declare the ussent of said
State to the said fundamentul condition, and
shall transmit to the President of the United

November next, an authentic copy of sail
act; upon the receipt whereof thee President
by proclamation shall snnounce the fact,
whereupon, and without any further pro-
ceedings on the partof Congress, the udmis-
siob ol the wiid State into this Union shull
bie considered complete : And whereas, by
a solemn public act of the Assembly of the
said State of Missouri, passed on the 26th

solemn public act declaring the assent of
this Stute to the lundamental condition con-
tained in a resolution passed by the Congress
of the United States, providing for the ad-
miksion of the State of Missouri into the
Unian on o certain condition,” an suthentie
copy whereof hux been communicated to me,
it 15 sulemnly und publicly enacted and de-
clared, that that State has assented, and does
assent that the 4th clause of the 26th section
of the 4 article of the constitution of said
Stite,  shall never be construeil to authorize
the passage of any. law, and that ne law
shall be passed in conformity thereto, by
which any citizen of either of the United
States shull be excluded from the enjoyment
of any of the privileges and immunities to
which sueh citizens are entitled under the
coustitution of the United States:’ wow,
therefore, 1, James Monroe, President of
the United States, in pursuance of the reso-
lution of Congress aloresaid, have issued
this my proclamation, snnouncing the fact,
that the snid State of Missouti has assented
to the lindamental condition required by the
resolution aforesaid: wisreuron the ad-
mission of the State of Missouri igto the
Union is declared to be complete. 8
In testimony whereof | have caused the
senl of the United States of America to be
uffixed to these presents, und signed the
same with my bund.  Done at the city of
Waslington, the 10th day of August, 1821,
and of the Independence of the Uniled
States of America, the 4uth, .
JAMES MONROE,
By the President:
Jonw Quiney Apams,
BSecretary of State,”
Now this proclamation wos issued from
the cabinet of which Mr, Calboun was o
member, und appears {o have been as com-
pletely forgotten by him os were the cabinet
decisicn ol the stme yearin favor of the -
er of Congrens to legialate upon the subject
of wluvsry in territories, and to abolish it in
territories ; for that was the eflect of the com-
promise act of 1520, He actually forgets
that Missouri was admitted upon u procla-
mation, ssued from the cabinet couneil of|
which he was a member ! and goes on to
substitule the wanderings of his imagination
for the legistative history ol the country, in
giving a suppused circumstantial sécount of
what took place between himsell and Mr.
Lowndes, after the second rejection of the
Mirsouni constitution, and which led 1o the
conclusions which, according 10 him, pro-
duced the compromine. " To back out, or
compromise, was the only allernutive lefi ;

seized o
avoid the disgrace of the former” says
Mr. Calhoun: and so saying, he nes

the compromise a whole year, and couples it
with an event to which it does not belong,
and mnkes it the effect of & cause which nav-
er existed,  1tis postponed from the session
1920 1o the session *20-"21; and it is
connected with the final sdmission of Mis-
souri, after she had become o State, instead

to, and settling in thia State, wnder any
pretest whatever ”  The vaiuian wan found
in clause 4, section 26, of article 3, of the

titution, and was objected to ns being
inconsistent with the constitution of the Unit-
ed States, and the rights of the States, ss

row. The first question is in general terms,

in some of those States free ‘people of ralor

of being connected with the prel yry act
which authorized her to form a State consti-
tution,  Never wan such blundering seen!
It s even questionable whether he is not
mustaken in the statement that he and Mr.
Lowndes resided together at the time that
Missoun presented her constituti

States, on or before the first Monday in|.

of Juney in the present vear, entitled * A

biebter to huve onfessed what was Puper—
to have udmitted the trath of Mr. Monross
and Mr. Adoms’s disinterested testimony-—
and to have taken the ground of o change of
opinion since that time.  That would laye
been the disereetest course: - But, oh, the
disease of consistency ! that malady of his
mind ! and the hard fate ol o leader, almost
atlecting the prophet, and bound wndor all
cireumgtances, to maintain iy infullability
in the eyes of his lollowers, under the awful
penalty ol losing duminion over them

Some search hus been made in the De-
partment of Stute for the written opinions ol
the eabinet, without finding them: hut that
weighs nothing againgt the positive testimo-
ny that they were put there,  The wonder
would be to find them alter 27 venrs, und a0
many changes of clerks 3 and it is o be re-
membered that no- one of Mr. Monroe's
cabinet has been Secretary ol Stale since
that time but My, Calhoun.

The fact is established—estabilished by
the rules ol evidence which convines the
hoinan mind, even the most unwilling —that
Mr, Callioun, ss a cabinet minister under
Mr. Mounroe, supprted the constitutionality
ol the Missouri compromise act.  This fuot
bising established, let us see whot that aet
was; and that will be shown by the title to
the act—by the act itsell—and by thee aetu-
al condition of the territory in’ which it was
o operate,  'This is the title

Y An aet o authorize the people. of the
Missouri territory to form a constitution and
State government, and for the admission of
such State into the Union on an equal foot-
ing with the original States, and to prohibit
slavery in certam territories. "

A very intelligible title this, especially in
the concluding clunse, and enough to have
stortled Mr. Calhoun, if' he had held the
sume doetrines on the powers of Congress
then which he professes now.  The act it-
sell was in these wards :

Y 8ee. 8. That in all that territory caded
by Fronce to the United States, under the
name of Loujsiona, which lies north of 36
degrees 30 minutes porth latitude, not -
cluded within the limits of the State con-
templated by this act, slavery und involun-
tary servitude, otherwise than in the punish-
ment of the crimes whereof the parties shall
bave been convicted, shull bey, and liereby
ig, foreyer prohibited. ™

Such are the words of the act—the very
worde of the Wilmot Proviso, and il any
modern copyist is to supersede My, Jeflerson
in the paternity of thut proviso it should be
John €. Calhoun, and not. Dayy Wilmot !
It should be called the Calbioun Provise!
and that for many and cogent reasons. o
the first plice, he was uearly thirty years
aliead of Davy in the support af this pro-
viso. In:the second place, his pasition was
higher, being a Cabinet Minister, and his
voice more potential, being a Southern man.
In the thind place, he was part of the roto
anrr where three voices were n mujority ;
davy only a member of the legistitive
imwm‘, where it requires s majarity of both
houses to do anything, In the fourth plage,
Calhoun was suceessful, Davy is not.  Fi-
nally, Davy’s proviso in a weak contrivance
to prevent slavery from being where it i
not, and where it never will be s Callioun’s
proviso wos o monly blow to kill slavery,
where it then existed, by law, and where it
would now exist in point of fuct, if that blow
hod not been struck. | The proviso of Mr.
Calhoun actaally abolished slavery where it
existed hy Inw—in all the apper Kol of
Lovisiana—{rom 36—30 to 49, and from
the Misgissippi to the Rocky Mountaing—
over o territory nearly o thousand iles
square—unearly o millon squate miles—
enough to make twenly States of 50,000
square miles each—more in fuct than all
Californin, New Mexica and Oregon put
together.  Over all this vast territory the
provise, supported by Calboun, abolislied
slavery—abolished it, then existing by luw—
and shut it up from the slave emigration ol
the South,  Amd now what becomes of the
dognta, in his mouth, and that of Lis follow-
erd, so recently invented, of no power in
Congress to legislate upon the subject of
slavery in terntories f - What becomes, in
their moutls, of the new=fangled point ol
bonor, just felt for the first tinie in thirty
years, of insult to slave States in their vx-
clugion from settlement to the territories
bought by the blood amd treastie of the
whole Union ¢ Louisiana wos a0 territory,
and Congress legistuted upon slavery in i,
and legislated slavery ot of u million of
square miles of it, sod My, Calhoun sup-
ported that legislation,  Louisinna was a
territory nequived by the teannure, if vot by
the blood, of the whale Uniony and the
proviso of 1820, supparted by Mr, Calhoun,
shut up one-half of it from slave emigration.
I8 thgt s insulty, he and his followers have
utood being insulted most remarkably well
lor wboul thirty years; and, pethaps, would
eonsult their vwn seli-respeet, and lose noth-
ing in, publie opinion, it they shauld continue
standing it with like fortitude, for the re-
miainder of their lives.

I do not quote this conduct of My, (al-
houn in giving the answe: which he did to
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then the mngaﬁcint'llly of
vints at that time, and deprives
ght of setting up as the cham-
ave States now. | denounced
of Texas then, believing Mr.
ve been the author of it: T de-
nounce it ne nw, knowing the senator from
South Caroli ma to be its author ; and for this
=-his flagran & recreuncy to the sluve interest
in their hour * of utmost peril—1 hold him
disqualified for the office of champion of the
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cabinet mini the largest questi ever
atarted of free or slive was then in his
hands ; and be decided it in favor of free.
It was an immense boon to the anti-slave
prarty, then so numerous snd ardent; but it
wis nol the only servics which he then ren-
deéred then, exu was then ours—a. part
of Lauisiuna—to the lower Rio Grande; large
wnough to form six great, or ten common
States. It wos all slave territory, and looked
to s the natural autlet of the southern States,
with their great increasing slave populati

It was given to the King of Spain—given
away by treaty, and that treaty the work of
Mr, Mowroe®s cabinet—Mr. Monroe being
o member.  And bere there is no room for
deninl ond non-recollection.  For a long
time Mr. Adamm bore the blame of thot ces-
wion, A friend of Mr, Calhoun reproached
him with it in the House of Representatives,
My, Adnins was then alive, and present, and
soon yindicated the trath of history.  He
showed that there was o division in the eab-
ety upon the point; e was against it—
M. Calboun for it—and Mr. Calhoun being
& southern man, and the majority of the cab-
et southern, he curried the day, and Texas
was lost. | was not then in public life, but 1
wrate against thut set, blaming Mr. Adams
when 1 should have blamed Mr, Calhoun,
By that cession the expansion of slavery was
stopped 5 the growth of slave Stutes o the
southiwest was stopped; three hundred and
fiflty thousand square miles subject to Amer-
wan slavery was cul off from  American
dominion, and  presented to o loreign
kinge "T'his was another great gratificution
to tie Abolitionists 3 but it was not all,
There was a strip of lund, about large enough
for two States, lying upon the Arkansas and
Red rvivers, and between Texas and the 36
deg, 40 min, of north latitude.  Thia strip
having eseaped the compromise line an one
side, nnd the Texas cession on the other,
was open to the formation of two respectable
slave States.  Mr, Calhoun was then still
cahinet minister—Secretary at War—had
the Tndisns under his care—and was riding
the hobby of their eivilization.  He required
this strip to be given up to the Indiaws for
their permanent abode ; and thus it, also,
was lost to the slave States;  All Louisiana
wiis then gone from them except the (rag-
ment which was contained in the States of
Missouri and Louisiana, und in the Tertitory
ol Arkansas,  Fven this fragment appeared
to e too much to be left to the slave .i;tnles,
anid u slice forty miles wide, and three
hundied miles long, was cut off from Arkan-
sas and given to the Indians ; and the slave-
lolders with the slaves upon the slice, were
required to remove from the cut off part, and
fall back within the contracted limits. This
way done by the Indian treaty—the treaty
negotiated by o protege of Mr, Calhofin’s,
He was then Viee President of the United
States, and President of the Senate—I1 was
a member of the Senate—opposed to the
ratification of this treaty—uand came within
one oF twa voles of defeating it. The slight-
el help from Mr, Calhoun would have de-
{eated it, and saved the slave State of Ar-
kunsan that territory, and those sall springs,
the loss of which she pow has to lament,
Taken all together—the compromise—the
Texas cession—the Indian domain and the
slice from Arkansas, and Mr. Calboun did
more, in less time, to uholish slavery, dimin-
ish its ares, and incresse that of free soil,
thaun any man that has ever appeared on the
face of the carth ; and of this the anti-slave
party of the north were fully sensible, and
duly grateful. They gave prool of their
gratitude, My, Calhioun was then candidate
for Viee President of the United States ; he
became the fuvorite of the North—beatin
even Mr. Adame himsell, on the Iree soi
track. He beat him six votes in New York
ran hemd and neck with him through New
Hampshire, Vermont and Rhode  Island—
was even through Massachusetts—and came
a nose whead on the northern track. He
actuplly beat Mr. Adams in abolition States
—aml with justice. He had done more
than lim for free soil, and with more merit,
being himsell an inhabitant of slave sail. 1
told him all this in wy first Calhouniae, in
the Senate of the United States, four duys
after be put in his fire<hrand resolutions, in
my speach to show him to be the true au-
thor uf the *Iekirnu war, This is what 1

g

then said to

“ This conduct of the senator, in giving
away Texas when we hud her, and then
making wur to get her back, is an enigia
which be has never yeb condescended 1o ex-
plain, and whicl, until expluined, leaves him
m & state ol self-contradiction, which, whe-
ther it impuirs his own confidence in himsell,
or not, must have the effect of destroying the
confidence of others in him, and wholly dis-
qualify him for the office of champion of the
sluveholding States. It was the heaviest
blow they hod ever received, and put an end,
in_conjunction with the Missouri compro-
wise, and the permanent lacatian of the In-
dians west of the Mississippt, to their future
growth or extension, as slave Stotes, beyond
thie Mississippi.  The compromise, which
wan then in full progress, and established ot
the next session of Congress, eut off the slave
States from ull territory north and west of
Missouri, and south of thirty-six and o half
degrees of nurth latitude ; the treaty of 1819
crl?l'd nearly all south of that degree, com-
prehending not only all Texas, but a large
art of the valley of the Mississippi, on the
o river, and the Arkansas, to a foreign
power, winl breught o non-slaveholding em-
pire to the eonfines of Louisiana and Arkan-
g5 the permanent appropriation of the rest
ol the terotory for the abode of vivilized In-
dians, swept the little slavebolding territory
west ol Arkunsas, and lying betwhen the
compromise line and the cession line; and
left the slave States without one inch of
ground for their future growth. Nothi
win lelt.  Even the then territor

of Ar-

Mr. Moqmg‘a interrofratories, for the pur-| kansas was encronched upon, A breadth of
pose of vindicating the right of Congress to| forty miles wide, and three hundeed long,
t;;nhlhll or abolish slavery i territories, | was cut off from hery and given to the Che-
When | feel it necessary to vindicate that | rokees; and there was not ax much slave ter-
right I shall have recourse to very differant | rito
authority from that which can be quated on | cauid huve rested the sole of her foot upon,
every side of every question it ever tonched. | It was not merely o curtailment, but u Total
1 guote it for o very differant purpose, for| extinction of
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sluveholding territory 3 and

7 up of bis|done at a time when the Missouri contro-
pletely.us it shut up his own | versy was raging, and every effort made

with it | northern abo
1| slave States

ME [ what the charge of *¢

itionists to stop the growth o
. : ve S The senator from £: Ca v “:::.:;.'kﬂ: I;::t
mentioned his resolutions ! never called for  folina, in his support of the cenian of 110 be Com

fourteen sla: pe States, (for Delaware cunnot
be counted, ) and shall certainly require him
to keep out of Misouri, and to conling him-
well to him o wn bailiwick, when he comes to
discuss his | string of resolutions.”
In these terms, | reproached him to his
face for hix . recreancy tu the slave States,
when he w ws calering for free soil voles, He
was fureed o answer, and to admit the vote
in'Mr. Mi nuoe’s cabinet, in fayor of givin
awgy Ter ms, and in conformity to whicg
vote the b eaty was made 5 but with respect
fa the Mis wouri compromise and the aboli-
tion questi- on, he gave an suswer which ap-
peared to  be plausible then, but which has
turnei out to be one of the most unfortunate
of his lite;  He said, in his reply to 'me :
“Lhave now met, and, 1 trust, successfully
repelled, ; dI the charges made by the sena-
tor from & fissouri, except those Telating to
the Misso uri compromise, and the abolition
question a ¢ that period, for which | am in no
wiy respo baible,
ress. 1 filled the office of Secretary of
tral aver i L7
That w s the answer—the whole that he
chase to g dve. | did not then know of the
proofs of 1 lie cabinet consultation, und of his
opinion ot the council table in unswer to Mr.
Monroe’s  two questions. ‘The proofs had
not then  come to light, und he was sale for
the time, o diseluiming all responsibility for
the Miss suri compromise, and the consequent
ubolition ol slavery by u luw of Congress,
in npwar d of ane-half of ull Louisiana; he
was sale in taking refuge under the declara-
tipn thut e was Secretary of War, and not
a memb er of Congress, and consequently
had no u geney in this act, or any control over
it.  Thice was a plausible ansswer at the Lime ;
and he x tood acquitted for the moment, The
diseover y of the proof the next year, (1848,)
reverses the noquittul—establishes his agen-
cy in the Missouri compromise act, his con-
trol ove.t it,uni his responsibility for it—true, |
lie was. not o member of Congress in 1§20,
to give 2 vote amounting to but little smong
two or three hundred others, for or sgainst
the Mi ssouri compromise, but he was a cabi-
net mivister to give a heayy vote, one in five,
or ar gaingt its approvel.  He was not
4 part of the legislative power, but he was
of the veto power; and he gave his vote for
the upproval, and ugainst the veto. This
shows that he had agency in the question,
and cantrol over it, and is responsible for it
Considering his position a8 n southern man,
and his weight in Mr. Monroe’s adufinistra-
tion, and he is the responsible man for that
act.  The majority of the cabinet were
southern, and if he had made the stand then”
which he does now, he must have vetoed the
act—on the contrary he went for it, and
rnsm] it—passed the nct of Congress legis-
ating wpon slavery in territories, and abol-
ishing it over u miilion of square miles—and @
now treats such a law as a violation of the
constitution, and an insult to the slave States,
for' which nullification, disunion, and civil
war are Lhe proper remedies ! {

| am mortified to dwell upon Mr. (al-
hiétn, Tt is neithor my habit, nor my plea-
sure to speak of men, * In near thirty years
that I have been in Congress | have never
brought the name of any man before the
ublic. 1 am now forced to do it. M.
Calhoun’s resolutions are those of the Mis-
aouri Logislature. ' They sre identical. One
i copied from the other. When the origi-
ginal is invalidated, the copy is of no avail
1L am answering his resolutions, and chose to
doit, It is just and proper that 1 should do
so.  He is the prime mover and head con-
triver, | have had no chunce to answer
him in the Senate; and it will not do to al-
low him to take a snap judgment upon me
in Missouri, and carry disdnion resolutions
in my own State which he has been forced
to abandon in the Senate. Duty to the
country requires me to answer him, und
F;rsmml reasons reinforee thut public duty, *
¢ hos been instigating attacks upon me [’:u-
twenty years—ever since | stood by Juck-
son and the Union in the first war o{nuliiﬁ-
cation, His Dufl Green Telegraph com
menced upon me at the same time it did
upon Jackson, and for the same cause—be-
cause we stood by the Union! Last sum
mer, in his own State of South Carolina,
where | never was, he dragged my name
and that of General Houstan betore his con-
stituents, and denounced s in o public
speach; and held us up to a public reproba-
tion. He accused us of delection to the
south—the iuterpretation  being  that we
would not join him in his scheme of a south-
ern convention, to array one-hall of the
Union against the other, und form a south-
ern confederacy. It was an audacious at-
tack upon two absent gentlemen, and who,
o8 senators, were entitled to senatorial cour-
tesy from him. Neither General Honston
nor myself thought it right to suffer such an
attack to puss with impunily ; kut we did
not think the floor of the Senate the proper
place for replying to an attack made out of
doors,  The forum of our respective States
was deemed the proper place.  He had as-
suiled us before his constituents and we
determined to answer him before  ours,
General Houston hax replied.
He did so during the past session of Con-
gress, in o published address to his constitu-
ents. It was published while Mr. Calhoun
was.in the city, and where he might answer
it il he pleased. He did not so plegse.
He « mute—ax il the antagonist was
not worthy of notive—a privilege of dignity
which did not belong to him wfter he huil
began the sttack. He said nothing ; and
in that he did better than when he denied
his ll|Prurl of the Missouri compromise act, —
He did well in saying nothing. It was a
case in which puplic attention should not be
raised by eontroversy, Houston soon showed
" meant, and
then carried” the war into Africa. He
charged him with his designs against the
Union for twenty years past, and sy
what he said gy an array of facts which
could neither be explained away nor denied.
‘That address of Houston's should be repub
lished by the papers friendly to the Union.
It i full of truth and pltridiam—ﬁﬁg of
the disciple of Jackson—and killing to Cal-
boua. He did well not to x public atten-
tion upon it by replying to it. Itold Hous-
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